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DETAILED ACTION 

Oa th/Declara tion 

1 . The oath or declaration is defective. A new oath or declaration in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.67(a) identifying this application by application number and filing date is 
required. See MPEP §§ 602.01 and 602.02. 

The oath or declaration is defective because: 

Non-initialed and/or non-dated alterations have been made to the oath or 
declaration. See 37 CFR 1.52(c). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 7, 8, 15-18, 23-25, and 27-29 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by HANSON (U.S. Patent 6,546,425). 

As to claim 1, HANSON teaches a system for parallel asynchronous command 
execution, comprising: a first computer system (Mobile End System / Fixed End 
System) for directing a call to invoke a remote procedure (remote procedure call) in a 
second computer system (Mobile Management System / other End System), the first 



computer and second computer communicating via a non-persistent connection (via 
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maintaining a continuous virtual connection even though it may temporarily lose its 
physical connection to a specific network medium) (col. 4, lines 3-17); wherein the 
second computer system (Mobile Management System / other End System) upon 
completion of the remote procedure (request) generates an event trigger (event / 
response message) and transmits the event trigger and remote procedure results 
(response message disclosing whether the operations was successfully completed) to 
the first computer system (Mobile End System / Fixed End System) (col. 19, line 35 - 
col. 20, line 35; col. 23, lines 30-39). 

As to claims 17, 23-25, and 27, refer to claim 1 for rejection. 

As to claim 18, reference is made to a method that corresponds to the system of 
claim 1 and is therefore met by the rejection of claim 1 above. 

As to claims 28 and 29, reference is made to a computer-readable medium that 
corresponds to the system of claim 1 and is therefore met by the rejection of claim 1 
above. 

As to claim 7, HANSON teaches a work item (work request) and a thread (main 
thread) for processing the remote procedure (RPC message) (col. 14, lines 14-48). 

As to claim 8, HANSON teaches a completion event (TDI) on the second 
computer system for notifying the first computer system (col. 15, lines 7-30). 
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As to claim 15, HANSON teaches the second computer system further comprises 
a work interface for executing the remote procedure (via a TDI Remote Procedure Call 
engine) (col. 15, lines 7-30; col. 13, lines 10-39). 

As to claim 16, HANSON teaches the request / responses have input / output 
attributes (parameters) (col. 13, lines 10-39) and that the interface executes the remote 
procedure (via a TDI Remote Procedure Call engine) (col. 15, lines 7-30; col. 13, lines 
10-39). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2-6, 9-14, 19-22, 26, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over HANSON (U.S. Patent 6,546,425). 

As to claims 2, 3, and 9-14, HANSON teaches a computer environment wherein 
remote procedure calls are made from a first system to a second system that 
communicate over a non-persistent connection by using a remote procedure calling 
mechanism (col. 4, lines 3-17; col. 19, line 35 - col. 20, line 35; col. 23, lines 30-39; col. 
7, line 29 - col. 8, line 48). HANSON also teaches that the invention is limited to the 
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disclosed embodiment (col. 39, lines 35-40). However, HANSON does not teach that 
the remote procedure calling mechanism is a distributed object architecture wherein an 
object interface uses various information, i.e a remote object identifier, a computer 
name identifier, arguments, and a user name, in communicating the request and 
response between objects. "Official Notice" is taken in that it is well known in the art 
that COM, DCOM, and Corba are well known remote procedure calling mechanism in 
an distributed object architecture that execute above the network protocol and wherein 
the objects are able to communicate with other objects through object interfaces and by 
embedding various information, i.e. a remote object identifier, a computer name 
identifier, arguments, and a user name, into a remote procedure call embedded into a 
network packet. Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teachings of HANSON with the well-known remote procedure calling 
mechanism of COM, DCOM, and Corba in order to perform object communication in a 
mobile network environment wherein the connection is non-persistent. 

As to claims 4 and 6, HANSON teaches the first computer system (Mobile End 
System / Fixed End System) configures an event (response message) to receive the 
remote procedure results from the second computer system (Mobile Management 
System / other End System) (via generating a response message containing a message 
whether the operation was successfully completed) (col. 19, lines 35 - col. 20, line 36). 
However, HANSON does not teach the event contains an identifier. HANSON does 
teach that the response is sent back to the peer system and that the overall 
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environment contains a plurality of end systems communicating with one another 
through a Mobil Management Server (col. 7, line 29 - col. 8, line 48; col. 23, lines 30- 
39). Therefore it is obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention that in 
order to send a response to the correct system that sent the request there must be an 
identifier in the response. 

*As to claim 5, "Official Notice" is taken in that Windows Management 
Infrastracture events are well known message events and therefore would be obvious to 
one skilled in the art to use the particular type of event in the system of Hanson in order 
to send a response. 

As to claims 19 and 20, reference is made to a method that corresponds to the 
system of claims 2 and 3 and is therefore met by the rejection of claims 2 and 3 above. 

As to claims 21 and 22, reference is made to a method that corresponds to the 
system of claims 4 and 5 and is therefore met by the rejection of claims 4 and 5 above. 

As to claim 26, refer to claim 4 for rejection. 

As to claim 30, reference is made to a computer-readable medium that 
corresponds to the system of claim 4 and is therefore met by the rejection of claim 4 
above. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lewis A. Bullock, Jr. whose telephone number is (703) 
305-0439. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30 am - 5:00 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng An can be reached on (703) 305-9678. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




